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PART II - Section 3 Sub -section (iii ) 
( संघ राज्य क्षेत्र प्रशासनों को छोड़कर ) केन्द्रीय अधिकारियों द्वारा जारी किये गये प्रादेश और अधिसचनाएं 
Orders and Notifica ions issued by Central Authorities (other than 

Administrations of Union Territories ) 


ELFCTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


New Delhi, the 27th December, 1983 


O . N . 7 . In pursuance of section 115c of the Repre 
Seninion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951 ) , the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of India dated 5th December , 1983 in Civil Appeal 
No. 541 (NCE ) of 1981 filed against the Order dated 23rd 
December , 1980 of the High Court of Judicature at Madras 
ir: Fliction Petition No. 1 of 1980 . 


accepted the candidature of the first Respondent , B . Deva 
rajan , for the reserved seat, apparently considered him as a 
member of the Scheduled Castes, voted for him and elected 
him to the Lok Sabha , hy a convincing majority of nearly 
sixty thousand votes at the election held in January 1980 . 
And , it was not the first time. He was in fact a sitting mcm 
ber of the Lok Sabha having been elected from the same 
reserved constituency at the previous general election also . 
But the verdict of the people was not sufficient for the appel 
lant, S . Ambalagan , who secured 1. 76 , 240 votes in the janu 
vry, 1980 poll and lost the election . He wanted the verdict 
of an Election Tribunal on the question whether the ies . 
pondent was a Charistian and not a member of the She 
duled Castes , as claimed by him . So he filed an elertion 
petition questioning the election on that ground . The Elec 
tion Tribunal on an elaborate consideration of the evidence 
held that the appellant belonged to the Scheduled Castes 
and , on that finding, upheld the election . Ambalagan has 
preſeried this appeal. 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 


CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 


CIVIL APPEAI. NO . 544 OF 1981 


S . Anbalagan 


Appcllant. 


versus 


B . Devarajan & Ors. 

JUDGMENT 


Respondents, 


Dr, Chitale , learned counsel for the ixppellant, canvassed 
the finding of the Election Tribunal that the respondeni 
was a Hindu Adi Dravida and , therefore , a member of the 
Scheduled Castes. He argued that the parents and the sisters 
of the respondent were shown to be Christians and the res 
pondent though obviously a Christian himself was pretending 
to be a member of the Scheduled Castes for the purpose of 
zaining some advantages . He invited our attention to the 
Baptismal certificate and certain other documents and urged 
that the Respondent was born a Christian and there was no 
way he could acquire a caste and become an Adi Dravida 
on conversion to Hinduism . 


CHINNAPPA REDDY , J . 


2 , 36 ,112 adult men and women voters of Rasipuram Par 
liamentary Constituency reserved for the Schelvled rastes 
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111 Oriei 10 propeily uppreciate the questions involved , it and whether he wil* reconvcited to Hinduism was concluded 
is necessary first lo linderstand the legal position in regard by the earlier decision of the court The view of the High 
t() Laste - status on conversion or reconversion to Hinduisma . Louil in the immediate casc before then that on lecon 

version to Ilinduism , he could revert to his original castc if 
lui Administintor-Genel of Madras V. Ananduchuj & 

he was accepted as such by the other members of the caste 
Othery ? It learned single Judge of the Madias High Court 

way accepted as correct. On the evidence , it was found that 
held that the conversion of it Hindu Brahoin to Chistianity after reconiesion to Hinduism hc was recognised and ac 
Tendered him , according to Hindu Law , ou out caste and 

cepted as a member of the Adi Dravidu Hindu Caste by the 
degraded It was also übsci ved that the degradation night uther members of the community . The court consisting of 
lie atoned for and thic Loniert icadmitted to his stati s as it Chandurchd, J os he then Was ) , Bhagwati and Sarkariu , 
Brahmin , it hit at any time during his life renounced Chris JJ , Boliced thit it was not an intiequent phenomenon in 
lianity and performed thc rites of explation cnjoined by bin 

South India for a person to continue to be regarded as 
Cante . 

belonging to his original caste even after conversion to 

Christianity . The decisions of the High Court of Indbra 
In Muthusami Mudaliar & Aur. v . Masilamani & Others Pradesh in Kottaralli Narasayya V . Jammana Jogi and K . 
Sankarun Nair , J . explained at length the proccys of formita Narasimha Reddy v. G . Bhupatti were noticed . It was then 
tion of castes and also pointed out how simple the mutter of 

observed ; 
reconversion to Hinduism was when a Flindul changed his 
religion and later revcrted back to Hinduism . 

**It cannot. therefore , be laid down as an absolute rule 

uniformly applicable in all cages ibat whenever 
In Guiusami Nadır v . Irulappa Konur , Varudachariar , J . 

member of a caste is converted from Hinduism to 
explained the obscivutions made in certain cases by Ananta 

Christianity , he loses his membership of the castc . 
Krishna Iyer , J. abont the necessity of expiatory cerenionics 

It is true that ordinarily that on conversion to 

Christinnity , he would cease to be a member of the 
for icconversion to Hinduism and pointed out that in those 
cases, the alleged econicrsion was into the Bruhmin com 

castc , but that is not an invariable rule , It would 
munity of Hinclus and it was possible to suggest that certain 

depend on the structure of the list and its rules 
verdic rites would have been adopted in such cases , Expiatory 

and regulations. There are castes, particularly in 
ceremonies , it was further pointed out, would be necessary 

South lodia , where the consequence does not follow 
if such was the practice of the community and not otherwise . 

on conversion since such castes comprise from 
One hund , therefore , only to look to the sense of the com 

Hindus and Christians , 
munity and no more , si Ramayya v . Mrs . Josephine Fliza 
bethi Venkatasubba Rao , OCJ and Venkataramana Rao , J . The learned Judges then proceeded to consider the question 
approved the observations of Varadachariar, J . and thought 

whether Rajagopu could once again become a memher of 
it unnecessary to pursue the matter further. Mochett and 

Adi Dravida caste even if it was assumed that he had ce sed 
Krishnaswami Ayyangar , JJ . in Goona Durgaprusac Rao V . to in such on conversion to Christianity . After reterling 10 
Suursanaswami observed that a convert from the Baliji caste The Vladra cises Heady noticed by its earlier, it was held : 
to Christianity , on reconversion went back into the fold 
of thc Baliji community and where there was no evidence 

These cases shows that the consistent vice taken in 
about thiç necessity for cxpiatory ceremonies , it was hardly 

this country from tht tinc Adom113101 - Cicneral 
right for the court to crect a barrier which the autonomy 01 

of Madras , Anandachwi was decided ibat is , 
the caste did not require , simply because , in some othe 

since 1886 , has been that on reconversion 10 Hin . 
cante or in some other community expiatory ccremonies vere 

duism , a person can once again beconte it inember 
thought necessary. 

of the caste in which he was born asid to which 

he lelonged before conversion to another religion , 
In Rajagopal . Armugan and Others , the appellant was 

if the members of the custo accept bum as a mem 
elected from a constituency reserved for members of the 

ber . There is no reason either on minciple or on 
Scheduled Castes and the election was questioned on the 

Authority which should compel us 10 dislegard this 
ground that he was not a Hindu but a Christian and that he 

view which has prevailed for almost il century and 
was not qualified to be elected from a constituency reserved 

lay down a different rule on the subject. If a person 
for the Scheduled Castes The court found that the appollin ! 

who has embraced another religion can be recon 
had become a Christian in 1949 und that from about 1967 

verted to Hinduis , there is no rational principlc 
onwards he certainly started professing the Hindu religion . 

why he should not be able to come buck to his 
The court howevor , held that the appellant had lost his Adi 

caste , if the other members of the caste it pro 
Dinvidu Hindu caste on cmbracing Christianity and , on the 

pared to readmit him as a member. It stands to 
evidence before the court, it was not possible to hold that 

reason that he should be able to come back to the 
he had regained his caste on reconversion to Hinduism The 

ſold to which he once belonged provided of course 
general question whether membership of a caste could be 

the community willing to like him within the 
acquireil by conversion or reconvorsion to Hinduism Wall 

told , . . . 
not decked in the case . 


Rajagopal, Willo succeeded at the election held in 1967. 
but whosc clcction was set aside on the ground that he was 
il Christian and not a member of the Scheduled Castcs and 
Armugam who lost the elortion in 1967 but sucressfully 
challenged the clection of Rajagopal by way of an election 
pctition ( vidc Rajagopal V . Armugam7 seferred to in the 
previous paragraph ) were again contestants at the clection 
held u 1972 rom the came constituency reserved for mem 
heis of the Scheduled ( ustes. Rajagopal was aguin siiccessful 
in the election , His cletion was onco more impeached by 
Aug .177. But this time Rajugor tl fared better , His election 
was upheld first by the Iligh Court and then by the Supreinc 
Coust: [ 1976 ( 3 ) S . C . R . 82 ). The Supreme Court held that the 
question whether Rajagopal cmbraced Christianity in 1949 


. . . A Mahar va Koli or a Malle would not ho 
recognised as anything but a Mabar or i Koli or a 
Mala after reconversion to Hinduisen und he would 
suffer from the samc social and economic disabili 
tips from which he suffered helure he was converted 
to another religion , It 19. theicfore , obvious that the 
object and purpose of the Constitution ( Scheduled 
Castc ) Oidei , 1950 would be advanced rather than 
lelarded by taking the view that on leconversion to 
Hinduism a person can one min hecome a nem 
ber of the scheduled Castc to which he belonged 
prior to his conversion , We accordingly gree with 
the view taken by the High ( ourt that on lecon 
version to Hinduism , the 151 respondent muld once 
nyain revert to his original Idi Duvidat custc it 
he was accepted as such by the other members of 
the caste ." 


1. II R 9 MADRAS 466 . 
2 . ILR 33 MADRAS 342 . 
3 . 67 MADRAS LAW JOURNAL 389 . 
4 . AIR 1937 MAD 172 , 
5 . ILR 1940 MIND 653 . 
6 . 1969 ( I ) SCR 254 , 
7. 1969 ( I ) SCR 254 . 


In Perumal Nadar Ponnuswamis, the question arose 
whether Annapuzhamn . daughter of an Indian Christian and 
herself a Christian by birth , could be convertal to Hinduism 
without the poiſorinance of any e piatory ceremonies ? The 


8 . 1971 ( I) SCR 49. 
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court held that formal ceremony of purification or expiation 
Vis unnecessary . It was observed : 
* I person may be a Hindu by birth or by conversion , 

A mere theoretical allegiance to the lindu faith by 
a person born in another faith dogs not convert him 
into a Hindu , nor is a bare sleclaration that he is a 
Hindu Sufficient to convert him to Hinduisin . But a 
bona da 101 1000 million in Hindi 
faith , accompanied by conduct requivocally ex . 
pressing that intention may tinition ; V de 10 
of conversion No formal ceremony of pirificutiou 

or expiation is necessary to effectuate conversion ." 
All the cases so far considered are from South India . 
To conclude the discussion , we may also refcito Vermani 
v . Vermani and Chatturbhuj Vithaldas Jasani vs . Moreshwar 
Parashram & Others, both of which are cases from else 
where . 


In Vermanı v . Vernuani , a Full Bench of the Lahore 
High Court following the decision of the Aladras High Court 
in ILR 1940 MADRAS 653 . held that it was not necessary 
for a Hindu convert to Christianity to undergo any expiatory 
ceremonies before he could revert to his original religion . 
His conduct and the circumstance that he wis receiver hy 
his community . were sufficient to establish his reversion to 
Hinduism . 


In Chattoirbhai s case . a question arose whether a mem 
ber of the Mahar vaste which was one of the Scheduled 
Castes continued to be a meniher of the Maha , caste des 
pite his contratsion to the tenets Mahanubhava Panth , a seci. 
the founder of which repudiated the caste system ind a 
multiplicity of Gods . Bosc , J . after noticing the coinplexities 
throught in the train of conversion , observed : 


" Looked ai from the secular point of view . there are 

three factors which have to be considered : ( 1 ) the 
reactions of the old body, ( 2 ) the intentions of the 
individual hinself , and ( 3 ) : the rules cï the new 
order. If the nig order is tolerant of the new faith 
and neus no ieason to out caste or 03 -communicate 
the convert and the individual himself desires and 
intends to ietain his old social and political ties . The 
conversion is only nominal for all practi al purposes 
and when we have to consider the legal and roliti 

,il rights of the old body the vients of the nev, 
faith hardly inatter . The new body is free to ostra 
cise and outcaste the convert from its fold if he dors 
not adhere to its tenets , but it can hardly claim the 
right to interfere in matters which concern the 
political rights of the old body when neither the 
old body nor the convert is seeking wither legal or 
politiral faveurs from the 1 : 4 35 used to pisely 
spiritual advantage . On the other hand, if the con 
vert has shown by his conduct and dealings that his 
hreak from the old order is so complete and final 
that he no longer regards himself as a member of 
the old body and there is no reconversion and re 
admittance to the old fold , it would be wrong to 
hold that he can nevertheless claim temporal privi 
leges and political advantages which are special to 

the old order." 
Kurse . I found that it hatever the views of the founder 
of the Mahanubhasa sect might have beer about caste it 
was evident that there had beco o rigid adherance to them 
among his followe; s inter rear . They had either changed 
their views or they had not been able to keer a tight ( ? ! gh 
contratante convert. who choose to retain their liste 
CUS. Ons. On a convidaration of the evidence it was ford I ai 
tin convert ! toma de Maker caste rotaincd his casie even 
after conversion 

The P ! ". ilmois ? ? ! !. flarly hose froin Souih inda. 
clei ! establies flici no particular cerams , is prescribed 
for recortsins L.: induism of a person who had earlier 
eviorelved izle, icligion . lpless ine piuciice of thc uste 
makes it necessary , no waywry rites need be performeil und . 
ordini: ils . ias his roste unless the community does 


pot accept him , in fact, it may not be accurate to say that 
ne ? ? I s waste ; it may be more accurate to say that he 
never lost his caste in the first instance yhen he embraced 
* ct asligion The practice of caste however irrational it 
inay ipficat in vul itason and however repugna :11 it may 
appear to ir moral and social sense , is so deep rooted in 
vizi di se hai its naik sive : 101 oy to disap : 
Oprint, r .com ist in different religion . If it uitpeurs , it is 

uis Guy Birre is 192 . , 1 . , 11 . 112 mark of caste 
Vre s not seer is really diwappear pren atzer some genera . 
sim i , diversion in Andhra Pradesh and in Tamil 
Nadu , list ,care several thousands vi Coristian families whose 
forefather s became Christians and who , though they profess 
the Castlan itin ), nonetheless observe the practice of 
Caste . There arc Christian Reddies , Christian Kammas , 
Christian Madars , Christian Adi Andhras . Chris an Adi Dra 
Vilis and so on . The practice of their caste is :) rigorous that 
there are interniarriages with Hindus of the same caste but 
noi rith Chistians of another caste . Now , if such a Chris . 

an tomes a Hindu , surely he will revert to his original 
casie . ¿ he had lost it at all . In fact this process goes on 
Convil:"10951; in india and generation by generation lost 
sheep üppear in return tv the caste - fold and are once again 
assimilatci in that fold . This appears to be paitinularly so 
in the case of members of the Scheduled Castes , who em 
bralc : other religions in their quest for liber:ition , but return 
10 deri nki zaligion on finding that their disab , us have 
clung to them with great tenacity . We do no think that any 
different principle will apply to the case of conversion to 
Hindinn of a persoa vihrise forefathers had abandoned 
Hinduisnı and embraced another relig on from the principle 
plicable is the case of reconversion to Hin tutinin of a per 
son " 120 hinuselt had abandoned Hinduism and embraced 
another rcligion Now , what are the facts of the present 
cas? ? The birth extract of the first respondent, Devarajan 
suus his parens 34 Hindu Adi Dravidas . Through out his 
educational careër, he was treated as a Hindu student belang. 
ing ho the Schiduled Castes and was givardad scholarships 
on ihi ! Dasis . The school records relating to him whildren also 
show them as : lindu Adi Drovidas . On one or usion in the 
admission register of a school, he was wrongly shown as 
idi Dravida Christian , but it was corrected as Adi Dravida 
as f3 : back as in 1948 . He never attended a church . On the 
other hand there is acceptable evidence to show that he 
was oitring worship to Hindu deities in ! indu temples and 
thai his marriage was performed according to Hindu custom 
and rites . Our attention was however , drawn to the finding of 
ihe Tribunal cai the sisters of the first respondent professed 
Christianity as revealed to their service registers. Our atten 
tion was further invited to certain evidence indicating that 
the pareils of the first respondent haci "von : Christiao , and 
that tie first respondent himself had 30 bini d ihen 
he was seven months old . Even assumug that ile parents 
and sisters uf iht; first respondent had be, ome Christins and 
that the first respondeul himself had been baptised when he 
was seven months old . We see no difficulty in holding on 
ik eridence in the case that the first respondent lid long 
since reverted to Hinduism and to the Adi Dravida caste . 
There is not a scrap of acceptable evidence to show that 
he ever professed Christianity after he came of age , On the 
uthar haid every bit of evidence in the casc shows that 
from his childhood , he was always practising Hinilism and 
has trated by Yeyonc concerned is pidi ) t da . There 
in their th : Ouistanding circumstance that the viers of the 
Rasipuram Parliamentary Constituency reserved for the Sche 
duled Castes accepted his candidature for inc reserved seat 
anii elected him to the Lok Sabha twine . We heno bi 

hatsoever 10 ! 31 ail relevant tires . Cuas fritas 
Dra : ida and professed no religion Other than Hinduism . 

di 
T . 4352 . s rightly decided by th : Flest on Tribes and 
the qe accodri y dismisel viitto - 1,5 
New Delhi. 
511 D 0 sriga rin 

. .. .. ... . .. . . . 
( S . Murtuza Ft, a1 Ali ) 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

. .. . .. . ... ... . . 
( O . Chinnapra Reddy ) 

. .. . . . . . .. . . . .. .. . . 
( E . S . Venhuaramiah 

(No . 82 / TN -HP / 1 /801 
M . L . WAHI, Under Secy . 
Election Commission of India 
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10 . 1954 SCR 817 . . 
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भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 

नई दिल्ली , 7 जनवरी, 1984 
आ० अ० 8.. निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि निम्त भारणी के स्तम्भ 4 मे विनिर्दिष्ट प्रत्येक निर्वाचन 
लसने वागा अभ्यर्थी जिमने नारणी के स्तम्भ 2 में विहित लोक सभा, गज्य विधान सभा के लिए उसके नाम के सामने स्तंभ 
3 मे विनिदिष्टनिर्वाचन - क्षेत्र से हए निर्वाचन में जैसा कि उक्त मारणी ने स्तम्भ 5 में दर्शाया गया है , जैसा कि लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
अनियम , 1951 नया तद्धीन बनाए गए नियमों दाग अपेक्षित है , अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा समय के भीतर 
तथा विधि में दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 

और , उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने उसे सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने के बाद भी उक्त अमफलता केला न तो कोई कारण दिया है और 
न हो फाई स्पष्टीकरण दिया है और निर्वाचन आयोग का उनके द्वारा दिए गए आवेदनों पर यदि कोई हो तो विचार करने 
के बाद , यह समाधान हो गया है कि उसके पाम उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई उपयुक्त कारण या न्यायोचित नही है । 

अत : अब उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 के अनुसरण में निर्वाचन आयोग पोषण करता है कि निम्न मारणी के स्तम्भ 4 
में विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्ति संसद के किसी मदन के या राज्य की विधान सभा या विधान परिषद के मदस्य घने जाने या होने के 
लिए हम आदेश की तारीख मे 3 वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निर्वाह किया जाता है । 

मारणी 
क्रम मं० निर्वाचनों का विवरण सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्रम मं० तथा निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का निरहना का 

नाम नाम व पता 

कारण 
__ - - - _ - - - 

- - -- . - . - -- . . . . - - - 

- - - - - 

5 
1. मेघालय विधान सभा के लिए माधारण 20-मावखार मभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 2. श्री हरिनारायण चौखानी , लखा दाखिल 
निर्वाचन , 1983 

मैसर्स अनन्तराम चोखामी करने में असफल । 

पल्टन बाजार, शिलांग । 
2. नेविल्ले रुफलेटफ्लांग ---- बड़ी - - 
जबाव नुमसाइन टीव 
लैटलोम शिलांग- 2 पूर्वस्वास । 
हिल्स जिला । 

[ ऋ० 76/ मेघा-वि०स० / 84 ] 
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New Delhi, the 7th January, 1984 

nished any reason or explanation for the band failure cren 

aſter due notice or the Election Commission , after consi 
O . N . 8 . _ . Whereas the Flection Comm :ssion is satisfied 

dering the representations made by them , if any, in satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specilied in column 

that they have no good reason or justification for tho said 
( 4 ) [ the Table below at the election to the Meghalaya 

failure ; 
Legislative Asscmbly as specified in Column ( 2 ) and held 
from the constituency specified in column 13 ) against his 

Now , therefore , in pursuince of section 10A of the said 
nume has failed to lodge an account of 615 clectiun elpenas 

Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
withit th : time and in the ninter , as shown in column S ) 

specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be d . squali 
of the a Table is required by the Representation and thic 

fied for being chosen as , and for being a Inenber of cither 
People Act , 1951 and the Rules made therelinder ; 

Tivuse of the ruliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 

Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
And. wherens , the quid candidates have cithe not fur the date of this order . 

TABLE 
SI. Particula ul elections 

S ]. No & Name of 

Nam • o the contesting Reason for disquali. 
assembly constituency 

candidato 

fication 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - 
1. Girineral Election to the Meghalaya Iegls - 20- Mawkhar assembly i ShiHariNarayan Accuunts out lodgwd 
Jalive Assembly , 1983 

Cullstitucicy . 

Chwhhani, 

M , Allattranm 
Chowkhanı, Paltan 

Bazar Shillong . 
- No 

- - 2 . Shri Neville Rufus 

- do 
Laitphlang . 
Jaiaw Lumsyntiew , 
Leitdom Shillong -. . 
East Khasi Hills 
District . 

[ No. 76/ MEG-LA / 847 


- 


- 
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- -- 


- - 


- 


भारत का राजपन्न जनवरी- 28 , 1984/माष 8, 1905 
- - - - - = 

आदेश 


आ० अ० 9 - -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हा गया । पि निम्न मारणी के स्तम्भ 4 म विनिर्दिष्ट प्रत्येक निर्वाचन 
लड़ने वाला अभ्यी निभने सारणी । स्तम्भ 2 मे विहित असम राजा विधान सभा के लिए उसके नाम के सामने स्तम्भ 3 मे 
विनिर्दिष्ट नियांचन- न मा निर्वाचन भ जमा कि अन मागणी रे तम्भ 5 में दया गया है, जगा कि लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
अधिनियम 1951 तथा नदधीन बनाए गए नियमा द्वारा अपेक्षित है , अपने निर्वाचन व्ययो का कोई भी लेखा समय के भीतर तथा 
विधि से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 


आर, उक्त अथियों ने उसे मम्बक मचना दिए जाने के बाद भी उक्त असफलता के लि न तो कोई कारण दिया है और 
न ही कोई स्पष्टीकरण दिया है और निर्वाचन आयाग का उनक द्वारा दिए गए आवेदनों पर यदि कोई हो तो विचार करने के बाद , 
यह समाधान हो गया है कि उसके पान उक्त असफलता के लिए कार्ट उपयुक्त कारण या न्यायाचित्य नहीं है . 


अत . अब उक्त अधिनियम की धारा [ क के अनुसरण में निर्वाचन आयोग घोषणा करता है कि निम्न सारणी के स्तम्भ 
1 मे विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्ति समद के किमी मदन के या राज्य की विधान सभा या विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने का हाने के लिए 
हम आदेश की तारीख में प की कालावधि के लिा निरंथ किया जाता है । 


सारणी 


क्रम स० निर्वाचनो का विवरण 


निर्वाचन नहने वान अभ्यर्थी का 
नाम 


निरर्हता का कारण 


निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की प्रा०म० तथा नाम 
- -- - - 


- 


- -- 


- - 


- 


- -- - - 
45 असम विधान सभा के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन 


6 - चापागरी सभानिर्गचन- क्षेत्र 


श्री धानाकाता बोग 
ग्रा० मिलवारी 
पो० बाधमारी, 
बाजार जि० 
कामम्प अमम 


निर्वाचन व्ययों 
का कोई भी 
लखा दाखिल 
करने में असफता 


46 


46 


---यहीं 


70 -मजवत मभा निर्वाचन - क्षेत्र 


-~-~- - 


- - - -- - 


- - 


श्री मलेन ब्रह्मा 

विधि द्वारा तथा 
ग्रा० पुरानी गोरोइमारी 

अपेक्षित रोति से 
पा० उदलगिरि 

लेना दाखिल 
दराग, असम 

करने में असफल । 
- - - 

- - - - 
[ स० 76/ असम-वि० स० / 83 ( 45- 46 )] 

आदेश से . 
सी० एल० गेज, अवर सचिव 


ORDER 


atter due nolce u the lection Commiss2017 , alter 
considering the representations made by them , if any in satis 
Jocul that they hale no good reason ou justification for tho 
vaid faulic 


ON ) - Whereas the Election Commission n Satik 
fied that cach of the contesting candidates pecified in column 
( + ) of the Tahle lielu at the election to the issuem Leun 
latne Assembly as specificd in column ( 2 ) and held from 
the constituency specificd in column ( 1 ) against his name 
has failed to lodge an account of his clection expenses with 
in the tunne and in the manner . . shown in column ( 5 ) 01 
the said Table is required by the Repiescutation 11 the 
People Aut 1951 and the Rules made thereunde, 


Now thereloc, in pustanee of section 101 of the said 
In the Hection Commission hereby declares the reasons 
specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table helow to be disquali 
fied to being chosen as and loi heing a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
Tegislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this older 


And , whcieds, the said candidutes have either nol tui 
nished any icuson or cxplanation for the said bailure esen 
_ 1305G / 83 - 2 
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[PARI 1 -- SEC . 3(1 )] 


TABLE 


disqualı 


SI. Ny. and Nam ; ut 
Assembly Constituene 


Sl. Particulars of eleutions 
No. 

(1) 
45 . General election to Assam 

Assembly , 1983. 


- 


- 


Vuam . fticuntusting 
candidates 

(4 ) 


Reasun tur 
fication 

(5 ) 


( 


) 


(2) - - 


45. Gem 


Legislative 63. Chapaguri Assembly 

Constituency. 


Failed to lodge any 
account of his election 
evrenses 


Shri Ghana Kanta Boro , 
Vill : Siloari 
PO Baghmlia Bolzar 
Distt . Kamiup 
ASSAM . 
Shri Sailen Brahma, 
Vill : Purani 
Guromari 
P . O . Udalguri 
Durung ASSAM . 


-do 


70 . Mazbat 

Assembly 
Constituc:lcy . 


Failed to ludge the 
account f his election 
exp . 15 ) , thi thu 
time and in the manner 
required by law . 


- - 


--- - - ---- 


- - 


[No . 76 AS -LA /83 (45 -46)] 

By Order, 
C . L . ROSE , Under Secy. 
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